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III. Remarks 

Reconsideration and re-examination of this applicaaon In view o1 the above 
amendments and the following remarks is herein respectfully requested. 
After entering this amendment, claims 2 and 4-7 remain pending. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The undersigned acknowledges the Examiner's allowance of claims € and 7. and 
the indication of the allowability of claims 2, 4 and 5, if rewritten into independent 
form, including all of the limitations of any base claims. Accordingly, cia ms 2 and 4 
are being re-written into independent fomi to include all of the limitations of their 
base claims. Since a dependent claim necessarily includes air of the limrlations of its 
base claim, the amendments of claims 2 and 4 are not narrowing amendments and 
do not give rise to estoppel issues under the doctrine of equivalents or limitations on 
that doctrine. 

In view of the above, rt rs submitted that these claims are allowabis and such 
action is requested. 

Amendments to the Drawings 

The drawings were objected to because reference numerals containing the prime 
0 designation were not found in the specification. New paragraph ICi021.1] has 
been added to corect this fnformality. Accortingly, it is believed that this objection 
is now moot and should be withdrawn. 
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In the Office Action, the Examiner objected to the specification staling that the 
specification failed to provide proper antecedent basis for the claimed subject 
matter. Paragraph (0021] has been amended to add a recitation to 'Venturi", 
Therefore, this objection Is now believed to be moot and should be withdrawn. 

It is respectfully submitted that no new matter has been introdui;ed into the 
application. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1 and 3-4 were objected to as containing a reference to 'flov restriction", 
which the examiner deems to be an improper limitation. As suggested by the 
examiner^ this limitation has been replaced by the limitation 'Yloy^ restrictor". 
Accordingly, it is believed that this rejection is now moot and should be v/ithdrawn. 



Conclusion 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted 
that the present form of the claims are patentably distinguishable ov^r the art of 
record and that this application is now in condition for allowance. Such action is 
respectfully requested. 



Respectfully subj 



May 24. 2005 
Date 

EJS/alr 

Attachment: None 
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